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RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 1 December 1882; — :for, 



COPY ct of Letter, dated the 19th day of October 1882, from the Irish 
Land Commissioners to the Chief Secretary for Ireland, dealing 
with the question of the Valuers recently attached to each Sub- 
Commission.” 



The Irish Land Commissioners to the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 

The Irish Land Commission, Dublin, 

Dear Mr. Trevelyan, October 1882. 

It has occurred to us, in reference to your conversation with Mr. Vernon on 
Tuesday last, that you might not be sorry if we stated our common views on 
the subiects connected with the working of our Commission as to which you 
then expressed yourself somewhat anxious. These subjects were mam y 
two : — 

First, the decisions given by the Sub-Commissioners at Balbriggan m i the 
case of the tenants of Lord Talbot de Malahrde .followed by _ the 
from the Court of the tenants who had cases to be heard at the Sub-Commission 
in Edenderry. 

Secondly, the discontent expressed, especially in the North, with the new 
svstem of attaching a valuer to each Sub-Commission. , _ 

^As to the first we have no reason whatever to doubt that the Assistant Commis- 
sioners simply discharged their duty, and came conscientiously to the £onclu*<m 

valuation of the land s’ w tness , * «.« plain 

duty to follow their own judgment. We have to observe that there has been 

n °The tenants 1 ha^e signed a pub, ic document stating ft- 

* - ->* 

stantial ground existed to impeach the decision. _ f d 

that what is complained of is l the a 1 Executive Government ; 

questioned by the statutory method of 

“fot ourselves we have to say cS^W^MeVonviLed 

** ^ by ™ 

desire or motive except that of simply doing justice 

The second question regards tteappoiumento • alleged evil, of the 

JS S&i«S Rift I— — „ 
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It will be in your recollection how carefully the question of the appointment 
of valuers was considered before it was decided on. 

It was a standing topic of complaint among the body of landlords that 
although the Act of Parliament enabled the Courts of the Commission to obtain 
the report of an independent valuer as one of the elements of arriving at a just 
decision on the question of a fair rent that useful proviso was not resorted to 
until the case came before the Head Commissioners on appeal, and that the 
visits of the lay Assistant Commissioners to the holding could not as a general ■ 
rule supply that want, however careful and anxious they might be, and that in 
consequence the landlords in very many cases brought appeals involving much 
expense and trouble when they might have acquiesced in the decision below if a 
scientific valuation had formed one of the materials upon which the judgment 
was given. 

In addition it was' naturally expected that increase of speed would be gained 
bv dividing the visiting of the holdings, so as to permit each lay Assistant Com- 
missioner in turn to sit with the legal Commissioner, while his colleague was 
engaged conjointly with the valuer in visiting or valuing farms. 

The svstem has as yet been in operation for hardly a month, quite too short a 
time to form any real judgment as to its working. One thing, however, is 
evident,, namely, that the violent outcry which it has elicited cannot be based 
upon any experience of its working, but must have some other root. 

One objection has been made to the form in which the valuer makes his 
report which seems deserving of consideration. It is said that we require the 
valuer to state what in his opinion the fair rent should be, thereby apparently 
entrusting the decision to one who had not heard the evidence as to the im- 
provements made by the tenants which should be taken into consideration in 
fixing the rent. And this form of report is contrasted with that which we obtain 
from the valuers who value for the Court of Appeal, and who as a general rule 
return to us what the letting value of the land would he if in the landlord’s 
hands, leaving the Court to make the proper deductions for improvements. 

In answer to this we say that we did not adopt the form of report used by the 
valuers of the Sub-Commissions without very grave reasons. If the valuer 
simply expressed his opinion as to the letting value, as in the hands of the land- 
lord, leaving to the Sub-Commission the proper deductions to be made in 
respect of improvements, the result would be that a marked difference might 
exist between the rent mentioned by the valuer and the judicial rent fixed, and 
this would form an obvious temptation to bring appeals. But in practice the 
valuer acting in conjunction with the Assistant Commissioner forms his opinion 
after consultation with him, and after giving credit for the improvements as 
proved in Court and examined on the spot. If' the valuer and the Assistant 
Commissioner should differ in opinion, it is to he always remembered that the 
report of the valuer is not binding on the Court, and the Sub- Commission may 
and ought when good reason exists to depart from it. Upon this question also 
it is certainly premature to form a judgment of the working of the system. But 
it is obvious that it is not in reality the system that is objected to, it is the 
personnel. 

The Government and the Commissioners are accused of having selected for 
this office men notoriously in the interests of the landlords who had been 
engaged formerly in valuing for landlords with a view to raising the tenants’ 
rents, and, moreover, that Protestants have been almost entirely chosen to the 
exclusion of Catholics. 

Now, on this point we must at once assume our proper share of the responsi- 
bility which we perceive is cast almost wholly on the Government. 

The proposal to adopt the system of valuers emanated from us for the reasons 
we have specified, and the men were all in the first instance selected by us, 
subject, of course, to his Excellency’s approbation. We saw the several candi- 
dates, made inquiries into their experience and qualifications, and, we may say, 
unanimously (the four of us) named the men who seemed to us the fittest, and 
as to their religion, we never dreamed of asking a question on the subject. 

It may certainly be true that they had had relations as valuers with the land-' 
lord class, but it is almost impossible to find any valuer of experience in Ireland 
who has not had such relations. That they will be in any way biassed in favour 
of the landlord rather than the tenant, or will be unfair in their reports, we have 
no reason whatever to believe. We are confident that, acting as they do in the 

capacity 
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capacity of confidential and independent valuers of the Court, they will honestly 
give their opinion as to the rent according to their experience. 

It is quite possible that the new system may not quite answer expectation so 
far as expedition is concerned, because the valuer, besides making a careful 
examination of the farms, must devote a good deal of time to the making up of 
his reports, but the mere failure to obtain increase of speed would point rather 
to the strengthening and extending of the system than its overthrow. 

Mr. Litton is at present absent on his brief holiday, but we have no doubt 
that if he were here he would concur with us. 

We are, &c. 

(signed) John O’ Hagan. 

John E. Vernon. 

Monck. 



416. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




COMMISSION (VALUERS). 




Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




